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1 ire denied our title; but the Government never

lioataken that position. Tliia compromise bill, if
j -ttjscii, would aaaert for the first time, by this
t Government, a claim to the country oil the eust
bank of the Rio tirande. It ia drawn with the
ekill of a master in this respect. The 25th sectionprovides :

"Previous to the firat election, the governor
shall cause a census or enumeration of the inhabitantsof the several counties and districts of the
Territory to be taken; and the first election shall
be held at such time and places, and be conducted
in audi manner, aa the governor shall appoint and
direct; and he shall, at the same tune, declare the
number of members of the council and house of
representatives to which each of the counties or
0i.1tric.ts shall be entitled under this act. The
number of persons authorized to he elected having
the highest number (>f voice in each of said coun

fljratiatricts, for member.- of th* council, shall b<
iuclared I>y tJie governor to be duly elected to the

t council; and the person or person* authorized to
» l-e elected having the greatest number of votes for

the house of representatives, equal to the number
t i which each county or district shall he entitled,
t-hall he declared by the governor to be duly
i lected members of the house of representatives :
i'rovided, That in case of a tie between two or
More nersona voted for, the governor shall order a
new election to supply the vacancy made by such
I f, And the persons thus elected to the legiulatve usNenilqy shall meet at such place, und on
such day, as the governor shall appoint; hut thereafter,the time, place, und manner of holding and
i inducting all elections by the people, und the
apportioning the representulion in the several
counties or districts to the counfil anil house of
i presentntives, according to the population, shall
1 e prescribed by Jaw, as well as the day of the
commencement of the regular sessions of the
)"gislutive assembly."

In the first place, the provision is a strong implied
recognition of all the counties and districts as now
regulated by the present military, and by the formerdepartmental government of New Mexico,
which establish a boundary entirely exclusive of
the claim of Texas. It authorizes the governor to
take a census, to say how many and which of
t heae counties and districts are in the Territory,
end name the seat of government in the first instance.It confers on this officer ample power to
fix the boundary for all practical purposes in the
first instance. After the first session of the legislativecouncil, that body is given the power to
establish the seat of government, and the counties
end districts, and, as a matter of course, the right
t> declare the exterior boundary of the1Territory.The faculty to do this, both in the governor and
legislative council, is clearly granted in the
power of apportionment and regulation of the
"unties and districts. The result of nil this

is the establishment of a boundary for New Mexico,and a determination of the right against
Texas, so fhr as it can he done by the legislation
of Congress. With the Supreme Court of the
1 fniied States, this law would be conclusive of the
whole controversy. That court decided, in the
cases of Foster, and Elam, Garcia and Lea, and
t lie United States and Keynes.the last case at
1 lie present term.that it was controlled on questionsof boundary by the action of the political
departments of the Government, and would not
I >ok beyond that action into the facts and justice
of the case. Under the compromise, this firmly
established rule would compel the court to decide
the question of title against Texas, if it ever was
I rought before that tribunal. With the court,
this bill would be conclusive of the whole controversy.

I will never give any vote here, which will have
the effect to deny or prejudice the title to Texas,
or place it in any worse condition than it is at
present. As a part of the Southern question,
there ought to be an unconditional admission of
the boundary of Texas, as she asserted it when
she came into the Union. The fket need not be
disguised, that if California is admitted with her
present boundary, the South will be excluded
from the whole country west of the Rio Grande,
either under the non-action policy of the President,or the non-intervention platform with the
Mexican law ; unless that law can be repealed, or
a division of the territory effected. On this baA
of non-action, non-intervention, or the compelniise of Mr. Clav, there is nothing practical 111
this question, to the Southern States, beyond the
boundary -of Texas. With all these measures,
the practical result to the South is the same exclusion.Why, then, surrender the slave territory
of Texas, and place it within the power of free
s.iil ?

If (he object of the Compromise Committee of
the Senate had been merely to settle the controversy,so as to accommodate ths people of New
Mexico with a separate political existence, at was
not necessary to establish the boundary much
below .'KiO 30'. Santa Fe is in 115° 44' G". accord-
i 144c to I he observations of Colonel Emory. At

.'10' there is a natural boundury presented by
l lie configuration of the country ; below that line,
tlie valuable gold, silver, and copper mines arc to
l e found on this side the river. Below that line
is the country most valuable for slave labor, with
exception, perhaps, of the mining district above.
Up to nbout that line, 1 learn from an intelligent
traveller direct from El Paso and Santa Fe, who
journeyed with Major Neighbors, the Texus commissioner,the people submitted at once to the
jurisdiction of Texas. He met with little or no

opposition until he arrived at Santa Fe, where
there are some four or five hundred Americans,
v ho want offices under a territorial or State Gov,eminent.

Let the title ofTexas be acknowledged by Congress.placedbeyond contest.and 1 am willing
t 1 submit any fair proposition to the people of
Texas. 1 am willing to trust them to pass upon
it, whether it meets my own views or not; but I
shall oppose any scheme which, in terms or by
implication, denies her title to the country in question.Congress shall not, even by injkrence,
assert a claim to it by aid of any vote of mine,
I ecau.se that would ennnge the present statu* of
t ie legal question.
The Compromise bill is, in legal effect, a presentappropriation of the territory, if Texas withholdsassent, and a present sale as soon as she

assents. Now, sir, although 1 might be willing
to submit a proposition, the title of Texas being
first admitted, 1 am not willing to go beyond this.
The Legislature of Toxas has placed all this disputedcountry in my district, and 1 do not understandthat my mission here is to be fulfilled, on

my part, by a sale of half my district! The Legislatureof the State has been in sqs.sion since the
proposition of Colonel Benton was first made, aud
took no action upon it. I hare seen 110 developmentof public sentiment in Texas which looks
like an approbation of any of these measures in
their present shape. To this proposition for a

purchase there are two objections which I will
here notice. In denying practically the title of
Texas, the compensation is offered to her only in
the shape of hush money, and for the sake of peace,
li goes 011 the hypothesis of buying off an unfoundedpretension of title, and places Texas in
this odious and humiliating attitude before th«
world. If the proposition was, in other respects,
free from objections, the State, in my opinion,
y ould indignantly reject the offer, clothed in this
insolent form. As a Southern measure, it presents
the further serious UitTu-ulty tiiat it so establishes
the boundary as to preclude the idea of a cession,
and, of course, substitutes the uncertainty of the
Mexican for the certainty of the Texas law on the
subject of slavery. It secures the ultimate division
of New Mexico into two .States, which will be
free ; and for which there would not l»e sufficient
territory, but for this acquisition from Texas. It
thus still further destroys the equilibrium between
the slave and free States. It so reduces Texas us

to leave room only for three instead of four slave
States.
Much has been said, Mr. Chairman, as to the

large amount proposed to be paid to Texas for
this contemplated transfer of territory. The basis
of the whole compensation is the payment of her
public debt. And here again she is insulted, by
being told that she cannot be trusted with the paymentof that portion for which her revenues from
imports were pledged, but the hill makes a special
appropriation of stock to discharge first that portionof the debt. Sir, the power of taxation, property,lhe whole revenues of a nation, above
the current support of government, are, in contemplationof law, pledged for the public debt. It is
a well settled principle of international law, that
when one Government incorporates another countrywith it, the Ibrmer is bound to the creditors
f.r the whole debt of the latter. This Governmentis bound to the creditors, but not to Texas,
under the articles of annexation. Texas does not
call on the Federal Government to pay; she has
appropriated the land, by an act of her Inst LegisInture,offering land scrip to her creditors at fifty
cents per acre, to l»e located in any part of her
wide and magnificent domain. This is all she is
able to do;'and a better payment of a revolutionary
debt was never made before by any government,
It preserves her honor untarnished-.her faith
s]K>tlesa and unimpaired. If (here is any money
obligation pressing upon any one in connexion
with this business, it is upon this Government,
who took the public imposts from the creditors of
Texas by fbrce of annexation. At the time of
that event, Texas, with the lowest tariff in the
*orld, was prospering wifh brilliant copimerriaj

prospects); end by this time, with a separate existence,her revenue would have defrayed the currentexpenses of her Government, and paid the
interest of her national debt.

Let me ask, air, what will l>e the great gain to
Texas, as a State, by the payment ofthis money?Her creditors are principally non-resident brokers
and stockholders, very worthy people, no doubt,who ought to be )taid, but whose money would
not come into the State. If Texas were to tranafrr
all the public lands north of El Paso to her creditors,more than eighty millions of acres, it would
be a magnificent payment. It would pay the debt
at ten cents per acre. What, then, does she getfor the aale of her civil jurisdiction? If lite publicdomum is worth more than the debt, which is
clear, why does not this Got eminent take the pubIlie domain within that line, instead of insisting on
the transfer of the jurisdiction?
The value of that country, in an agricultural

point of view, is greatly underrated. The good
imm 1.1 mucn more extensive man is generallyrepresented. And from all the information 1 can
obtain, it is nearly, if not quite, as rich as Californiain mineral wealth. 1 saw the other day in
a pa|»er n statement that those who have been
working her placera during the past winter have
reulizedtVoui ten to fifteen dollars per day. LieutenantAbert, of the engineers, who explored the
country, says that not long since two lumps of
gold were found below Santa Fe, one of the value
of and the other $700. Dr. Wizlezenus, a

cicntific German miner, who examined the country,thus describes its mineral wealth:
"A third much neglected branch of industry in

New Mexico are the mines. Great many now
deserted mining places in Mexico prove that miningwas pursued with greater zeal in the old
SjMinish times than ut present, which may be accountedfor in various whvh, as the present wantof capital, want of knowledge in mining, but especiallythe unsettled state or the country and the
avarice of its arbitrary rulers. The mountainous
|>arts of New Mexico are very rich in gold, copper,iron, and some silver. Gold seems to be
found to a large extent in all the mountains near
Santu Fe, south of it in n distance of about 1(H)
miles, as far as Grail Quiviru, and north for about
120 miles up, to the river Snngre de Cristo.
Throughout this whole region gold dust has been
abundantly found by the poorer classes of Mexicans,who occupy themselves with the washing of
this metal out of the mountuin streams. At presentthe old and the new placer, near Santa Fe,
have attracted most attention, and not only gold
washes, but some gold mines too, are worked
there. They are, so far as my knowledge extends,
the only golcl mines worked now in New Mexico.
But us I have made from Santa Fe an excursion
there for the special purpose of examining those
mines, I must reftr the reader, in relation to them,
to that chanter of my narrative. As to the annual
amount or gold produced in New Mexico, I am
unable to give even an estimate; but as nearly all
the gold of New Mexico is bought up by the traders,and smuggled out of the country to theUnited
States, I believe thnt a closer calculation of the
gold produced in New Mexico could be made in
the different mints of the United States than in
Mexico itself. Several rrchs ilver mines were, in
Spanish times, worked at Avo, at Cerrillos, and
in the Nambe mountains, but none at present.
Copper is found in abundance throughout the
country, but principally at Las Tycras, Jemns,
Abiquin, Gnnuelupita de Mora, Ac. 1 heard of
but one copper mine worked at present south of
the pincers. Iron, though also abundantly found,
is entirely overlooked. Coal lins been discovered
in different localities, as in the Raton mountains,
near the village of Jemen, southwest of Santa Fe,
in a place south of the placers, Ac. Gypsium, commonand sclenite, are found in lnrge quantities in
Mexico; most extensive layers of it, I understood,
exist in the mountains nenr Algodones, on the Rio
del Norte, and in the neighborhood of the celebrated"Salinas," It is used as common lime for
whitewashing, and the chrystalline or selenite
instead of window-glass. About four days travelling(probably 100 miles) south southeast of Santa
Fe, on the high table land between the Rio del
Norte and Pecos, are some extensive sail laktst or
"salinas" from which all the salt (muriate of soda)
used in New Mexico is procured. Large caravansgo there every year from Santa Fe in the dry
season, and return with as much us they can

transport. They exchange, generally, one bushel
of salt for one of Indian corn, or sell it for one and
even two dollars a bushel."
This vast mineral wealth will be developed by

an American population, and especially slave labor.
The richest of these mines arc on the east bank of
the Rio Grande, commencing about thirty miles
south of the city of Santa Fe.

In connection with the boundaries ofNew Mexico,I feel constrnined fo notice a speech of the
Senator from Missou;%"tColonel BcntonVl which
I find in the Intelligencer of this morning,

"V ocjo.
"This is what HumlJhldt Havs of the enstern

boundary of New Mexico; anil his mup illustrateswlutt lie Nays. He places that boundary, as
it leaves the Rio Grande del Norte, at about
twelve miles below the mouth of the Puerco, in west
longitude 104, and in north latitude 29J, and
thence northeastwardly to the head of the Rio
San Snbu, a branch of the Rio Colorado ofTexas,
in north latitude 32° 15', and in west longitude
101. This is the line he gives as found in the
pecial maps drawn up by engineers in the service
of the King of Spain, and preserved in the archivesof the Viceroynlty in the city of Mexico.
Further than that he does not trace it; but that is
flr enough for our purpose. It is enough to show
that New Mexico, under the Spanish Government,
extended as far east as 101 degress of longitude,covering the whole course of the Puereo, and enteringwhat is now the country of Ilexar, in
Texas.
" So much for Humboldt; Now for Pike. He

says, nt page ;> of his appendix to the journal of
his journey through New Mexico: ' New Mexico
lies between 30° 30' and 44° of north latitude, and
104 and 108 degrees of west longitude, and is the
most northern province of the kingdom of New
Spain.' * # **; '

" I proceed with the possession of New Mexico,
and show that it has been actual and continuous
from the cotiuuest of the country by Don Juan de
Onaie, in 1595, to the present.
"These are the actual possessions of New

Mexico on the Rio Puerco. On the Rio Del
Norte, as cut off by the committee's bill, there are,
the little town or -Frontera, ten miles above El
Paso, a town began opposite El Paso, San Elizario,twenty miles below, and some houses lower
down, opposite El Presidio del Norte."
Such are the statements of the honorable Senatoras to the yrtseni boundaries and present possesnionsof New Mexico; and if made by one of

the younger members on this floor, he would sink
down unuer the imputation of gross ignorance of
his subject, or a wilful intention to misrepresent
the " truth of history," and do injustice to a justclaim. Further on, he says:
"The map of Dr. Wislizenus, which I now produce,agrees with Humboldt and Pike, except in

the correction of slight differences in longitudes
and latitudes, which his accurate inatruments enabledhim to make, and which liuve no practical
consequence in this examination."
Now, the map of Wislizenus does not profess

to delineate with accuracy the civil divisions, as
the Senator well knows; but, at page 40 of his
work, he gives the southern boundary of New
Mexico, u» it now exists, as follows:
"The settlement of El Pnso was commenced

about 1680, when Governor Otermin, of New
M exico, and his party were driven from SantA Fe
to the south by a revolt of the Indians. Some
Indian pueblos, which received them well, already
existed in the fertile valley; but this seems to
have been the first Spanish settlement.
" El Paso belonged, under the S|Hunsh Government,to the province of New Mexico; at present,

to the Slate of Chihuahua. The latter State
claims, as its northern limits, towards New
Mexico, as already stated, 320 30' latitude north,
a line which by Mexicans is supposed to fall near
Robledo, our first enmpon the river in coming out
of the Jormada. El Paso itself, according to iny
own observations, lies in 31° 45' 50" north latitude."

ur__ I:j » 1 « » «
n» ii fjuiii* twmm in iin- iionommc senator to

exhibit tin* map of the author in opposition to
his text?
Upon the subject of the civil divisions of New

Mexico, Lieut. Abert procured from the State
Department in Santa Fe, and published in his report,the following decree circulated by the governorof that department, issued in 1844, and extractedby the departmental assembly, and which
has the force of law in Mexican jurisprudence:"Marino Martinez de Lejazo, brevet brigadier
general, and constitutional governor of the departnveut<Jf New Mexico, to its inhabitants, sends
greeting, that the assembly of the department has
agreed to decree the following:^

.
" South eastern district,

"Art. 9. This district is divided into two counties,called Valencia and Bernalillo. The capitalis Valencia.
"Art. 10. The county of Valencia comprises

Valencia, San Fernando, Tome, Socoro, Limitar,
Polvaderas, Sabinas, Elames, Casa, Colerada, Ciboletta,Sabiijo,Panda, Luis Lope*, BeJeii,Eun#s,

I.entez, Zuni, Acontu, and Rito. County seal,
Valencia.

"This decree shall be made known to the governor,ilint he may carry it into execution.
"JESUS MARIA GALLEGA8, President,

"Jvav pAraeVA Vicii. r Maris, Secretary." By virtue of the premises, that this act be
published,circulated, and made known to ail whom
it may concern, for its most active observance and
fulfilment.
" Palace of the Government, Santa Fe.

"MARIANO MARTINEZ. .

"Jose Felix Jlbia, Secretary.
> i...i. 17 im44
Now the most uoutlieru of these towns on the

cast bank of the Itio Grande, Parida, is placed on

the accurate map of Abert, north of decree 34, and
the most southern on lite west aide, Luis Lopez,
a few miles south of that Jine. All south of that
is left out of the jurisdiction of New Mexico, for
the plain reason that this department had no claim
to it under the Mexican organization. This de-
cree, although not binding on Texas, would be
conclusive without any thing further upon the
people of New Mexico; but in their plan of a ter-
ritorial government, they have expressly ratilied
it, and do not set up any claim beyond it. They
say: i

"Sec. 7. Until the legislative power otherwise
direct, the territory of New Mexico shall retain
the division of counties and districts established
by the decree of the department ofNew Mexico, of
June 17th, 1849." (1844.)
This showsthatthe people of New Mexico not

only have no possession, but assert no claim ,
below the 34th. And yet the Senator claims all
below, as far us 29* degrees, as the present terrilo-
ry and possessions of New Mexico. Mr. Ben-
jamin L. Edwards, a lawyer and excellent Spanish1
scholar, residing in San Antonio, who examined j
this subject in the archives at El Paso writes thus
in relation to the lioundary of New Mexico.
"If it should be derided that New Mexico is

entitled to a separate existence, either under a \
territorial ^ov eminent ur uiiitTwi»c, au uueiiij/i
will no doubt be made to establish her southern
boundary sowewhere in the vicinity of El Paso,
as it has been luid down on almost all the maps
published in the United States, and tacitly recog- ,
nised by Mexico in the treaty of Guadulupe,
where reference is made to Disturnell's map hs a

correct authority. This, however, is far from (

being the true boundary of New Mexico, as can

be shown by documents in existence in the ,
archieves of Chihuahua and K1 Paso. By these,
it appeurs that the line crosses or leaves the east
bank of the Hio Grande at a point in front of the
mountain (designated as one of the landmarks)
which forms the southern limit of the ''Jornada
del Muerto." Thence it runs in a direction a

IVtle north or east to the "Cerro Redondo," a remarkabledome-shaped mountain; thence, almost
in the same direction, to the "Sierra Capital," or

"Cerro Blunco," which, as its name signifies, is
the most prominent peak in that region ofcountry;
thence, so far as I could discover, due east to
the Pecos. From the Sierra Capital, I could not
ascertain that there existed any prominent landmark,though it is probable, if 1 could have pur-
sued my investigations further, some such would (
have come to light, as the Mexicans seem to have
pursued the same system in public as in private
affairs, of making natural objects the indications of
boundary to land or territory. I have in my pos-
session a copy of a grant of land mnde within the
jurisdiction of the State of Chihuahua in the time
of the Emperor, under the colonization law of the
"Junta Coiistitucioiial" of 1833. This land lies
some distance above the line slaimed by New
Mexico, and has always been acknowledged ap
belonging to Chihuahua. j
The people ofNew Mexico, in their plan of a

territorial government, or rather instructions to
their delegate, Mr. Smith, have declared that they
are bounded on the east by the Slate of Texas.
Col. Benton admits, that Texas owns territory
there which is not in dispute, but says it is a narrow
strip, New Mexico extending to the 101 jmrallel
of longitude, and again cites Humboldt, and again
bin author contradicts him. and shows that New
Mexico is the narrow strip. According to Black's
translation, Iluinholdt says of New Mexico:
"This province is from south to north 175 leagues
in length, and front east to west from 90to50leagues
in breadth; and in its territorial extent, therefore, is
much leas than people of no great information in
geographical matters are apt to suppose even in
that country." And he might have added, much
less than some persons in this country of great
pretensions to geographical knowledge "arc apt to

suppose."It is but justice to Humboldt to say, that as to
latitude ami longitude, he followed the Spanish
geographers, whom our own engineers of tho army
on observation found to be extremely inaccurate.
For instunee, they place Santa Fe on their maps
north of 3(i°30\ whereas Col- Emory shows that
it is nearly a degree south.
Muehlenport, a German, who was 8 years in

Mexico, and published his work in Hanover in
1844, gives the 105° 37', as the eastern boundary j
of Mew Mexico. This would extend fkr beyond
the actually inhabited part in the most prosperous
days of the province ; and it is well known that ,
the Spaniards, as a general thing, did not extend
the bounds of their provinces much beyond the
line of their settlements. Although the uuthors
disagree ubout the latitude and longitude of the
boundaries of this province, they all concur that it
was a narrow territory, confined to the valleys of
the Rio Grande and the Pecos. But the Missouri
Senator seems to reject as superfluous all luw since
Tucker's Blackstone, which he produced, flour- ,
ished aloft, and read the title to the Senate, und
all geography since Humboldt, which he said he f
had in trench, but would not exhibit in open ,
Senate out of pure mercy to Mr. Clay. j
The objects of Col. Benton, in this misrepre- y

sentation of history and geography, are quite a

transparent. He wishes to recommend himself j
to his new allies, the Freesoilers, by provingagainst
the fact, that this slave territory is within what ,
was, at the close of the war, a free province, and t
urge upon the Government to retain the possession c
in opposition to Texas. He also desires to deprive y
Texas of the El Paso country ft)r another motive. f
The altitudes returned by Col. Fremont, in his
survey of n railroad by the way of the frozen
regions to the Pacific, prove that by that route the
stationary power will be so great that his fttvorite
route is altogether impracticable. The road must ,

come south, and leave the Rio Grande in the neigh- ,

borhood of El Paso, which is in the United States,
the overianu Key in me racnic.a souinem Key .

which Texas will never place in fVeesoil hands, not "

even in the grasp oftheSenator from Missouri. The
truth is, that so long us Texas holds her territory, ^she can dictate the locality of the railroad to the
Pacific. This, Col. Benton sees clear enough, and
therefore offers 15 millions for the territory embrac-
ing £1 Paso. But this road is worth more to Texas, ^
not only than 15, but fifty millions. If properly
located it will be her road to wealth, greatness,
and power. r

TIIF. TITLE OF TEXAS. t
It is not my purpose to enter again into the nr- e

gument as to tne title of Texas to the source of Ii
the Rio Grande. I shall content myself with re- c

pealing, briefly, some of the most prominent facts ii
in the history of the title. It rests, 1. On the u

treaty with Santa Anna, in 1836, which is a good £
treaty, because ratified by his generals, who were I
not prisoners of war ; and Filisola had power to t
treat by express authority of his government; and 1
Mexico having taken the benefits of the treaty,could not, under the law of nations; repudiate it. o

2. On the act of the Texas Congress of Decern- I
ber, 1836, under which her independence was ac- r

knowledged by the United States and the other' «

powers, all of which are by that recognition, es- i

topped from denying her boundary. It was an t
essential element of her nationality.

3. The convention between this Government t
and the Republic of Texas of 1838, carried out by J
the act of the United States Congress of 1839, {
makes the former boundary between the United c

States and Mexico the future boundary between t
the United States and Texas which is the very t

boundary of the Texas act of 1838 and the treaty t
with Santa Anna. The convention declares : I
The treatv of limits, mads and concluded on the t

12th day of January, 1828, between the United c

States of America on the one part, and the United 1
Mexican States on the other, is binding upon the
Republic of Texas, the same having been entered 1
into at a time when Texas formed a part of said
United States; and whereas it is deemed properand expedient, in order to prevent future disputesand collisions between the United States and
Texas, in regard to the boundary between the two
countries, as designated bv said treaty, that a
portion of the same should be run and marked
without unnecessary delay," dfce.

It was then provided thatcommissioners "should
proceed to run and mark that portion of the said
boundary which extends from the mouth of the
Sabine, where that river enters the Gulf of Mexico,to the Red river."
The convention ftirther provided, among other

things, "And that the remaining portion of the said
boundary line shall be run and marked at such
time htreqfltr as may suit the convenience of the
contracting parties, Ac. The convention was

made with reference to the act of the Texas
Congress of It is a <)ear and express recog.

mtion of tit? Whole boundary of Texas, of etpialdignity wiU| a treaty. The opponent* of the Texua
title afwaya remeoiber to forget thin compact. In
the celebrated case of Rhode Island and Mussa-
chusettn, it was held that where States once agreed
oil a line it was binding, and when a river was
mentioned in a compact as boundary, it was ruled
to mean the rrrer in its whole extent. The rule
applies with much greater force in this instance,
If there were nothing in the case but this convention,it would be forever conclusive against the
United Slates.

4. Pending the negotiation lbr annexation, the
Secretary of War instructed General Taylor, by
order of the 15th of June, ld45, which was in substancerepeated on the 50th of July:
" The point of your ultimate destination is the

western frontier of Texas, where you wUl select
and occupy, on or near the Rio Grande, such a
site as will consist with the health of the troops,
sod will be beat adapted to repel invasion, and
protect what, in the event of annexation, will be
our western border."
Thus this Government took pos*ession*of the

Rio Grande country in the name of Texas, assertingit as the frontier of that State.
5. It is well known tliat Mr. Donaldson, pendingthe negotiation of annexation, and during the

session of the Texas convention which consummatedit, gave repeated assurances to the authoritiesof Texas that the United States would not only
recognize, but maintain, the title of Texas. In
his letter to this Government of the 11th of July,
1845, he says:
"The boundary of Texas, as defined by her

statutes, runs up the Rio Grande from its mouth,
in the sea, to its source, cutting off portions of Tamuulipnx,Coahuilu, and New Mexico. Above
the point on the Rio Grande, where it enters New
Mexico, thsre has been no occupancy by Texas ;
and it is obvious, so far as that region is concerned,
no military movement could have taken it out of
the category in which it is left by the terms of our
joint resolution. So, whatever may have been the
success of the attempt to drive the Mexicans from
Loredo and other lower points, the difticulty would
have remained the same in regard to the extensive
Santa Fe region above.
" But, while from such views I encouraged no

iggresHtve movement on the part of Texas to take
forcible possession of the Rio Grande, I have
nevertheless omitted no opportunity of satisfying
ill parties here that the United States icould in
food faith maintain the claim, and that I had evtry
reason to believe they would do so successfully."
Such were the solemn assurances and pledges of

ihis Government, through its accredited minister
pending the negotiation. They are a part of the
'.ompact, ami prove conclusively its intent nnd
moaning. Can this government disregard them
now ?

6. It has been said that the United States conjueredNew Mexico, and held it by title of conquest.Such is not the fact. General Kearney,in his first speech to the people of New Mexico,
August 15, 184G, at Vegas, as found in Emory's
report declared :
" Mr. Alcalde and the people of Mexico :
" I have come amongst you, by the orders of

my Government, to take possession of your
country, and extend over it the laws of the United
St/ltPR WP fmnuiflor if nrwi Itovn /1mm un few

gome lime, a part of the territory of the United
States. We come amongst you as friends, not
as enemies-, as protectors, not as conquerors.We come amongst you for your benefit, not for
your injury."
What was this but an assertion of the Texas

title, and how else had it been for some time a

part of the territory of the United States ? The
President of the United States admitted, on applicationof the Governor of Texas, that the United
States held the country in subordination to the
title of Texas. This appears by his special messageof July, 1848, in which it is quoted as follows:

' In answer to a letter from the Governor of
Texas, dated on the fourth of January, 1847. the
Secretary of State, by my direction, informed him
in a letter of the 12th of February, 1847, that in the
President's annual message of December, 1846,
'You have already perceived that New Mexico is
at present in the temporary occupation of the
troops of the United States, and the government
over it is military in its character. It is merely such
a government as must exist under the laws of nationsand of war, to preserve order und protectthe rights of the inhabitants, and will reuse on
the conclusion of a treaty of peace with Mexico.
Nothing, therefore, can be more certain than this
temporary government, resulting from necessity,
can never injuriously affect the right which the
President believes to be justly asserted by Texas
to the whole territory on this side of the Rio
Grande, whenever the Mexican claim to it ahull
be extinguished by treaty.'"Without a violation of all law and justice, this
possession cannot now be set up against Texas.

i. ine iiucot texas was asserted by the declarationof war by Congress, that a state of war existedby Mexico, whirl) consisted only in Mexican
toldiers crossing the Rio Grande ana committinghostilities near its banks. To deny the title now,is to change the character of the war into one of
tggression and conquest, and bring unmerited
reproach upon the country.8. Penning the negotiations for peace with
Mexico, our commissioner, Mr. Trist, asserted
the Texas title, and said: "Until ascertained by a
:oinpact or agreement,' definitive or provisional,between the United States and Mexico, the bounlarybetween the two republics, when considered
by the United States with reference to the national
ibligation to protect their territory from invasion,
.onld be none other than that very boundary tchich
tad been asserted by Texas herself. This assertion
vaa carried into the treaty with Mexico by attnehngto the treaty, and making a part of it, a mapviiich conformed exactly to the claims of Texas,nd placed New Mexico on the west bank of the
lio Grande. This is absolutely conclusive of the
[uestion. It was the intention of Mexico, in this
reaty, to redeem her faith pledged to Texas in
he treaty of 1836, as appears by the declaration
if her commissioners, who negotiated the treatyvilli the United States in their address to their
ountrymen.
"The intention (say the commissioners) of

riaking the Bravo a limit, has been announced byhe clearest signs for the last twelve years; and it
vould linve been impossible at the present day to
hnnge it. Jlfler the defeat of San Jacinto, in jfpril,
836, that was the territory which tre stipulated to
vacuole, and which we accortlingly did evacuate, by
ailing back on Matamoros. In this place was aftercardsstationed what teas called the army of the North;
nd though it is true that expeditions and incursions
are been made there even as far as Began, we hare
cry soon retreated, tearing the intermediate space
ibsolutely free. In this state General Taylor found
(, \rhen,in the early part of last year, he entered there
y order of his Government."
9. Texas being admitted into the Union with

ertain and specified boundaries, Congress has 110

norepower to legislate upon or disturb them than
hoHe of any other State, any further than it is
;iven by the resolutions of annexation. Congress
wis no more power over the boundaries of a State
if the Union than those of a foreign State. This
b the settled doctrine of the country, and was
isserted even by Col. Benton, in debate in the
>enate, 011 the 14th May, 1844, he said: "The
Republic ofTexas actsby its name, and passes itself
0 us in the whole extent of all the limits and
KHindaries which it asserts to be it8 own."
In his remarks on the joint resolutions for the

innexatinn of Texas, February 5, 1845, Colonel
Jenton declared, " In fact, wl^en once admitted as
1 State, she can never be reduced without her
:onsent. The Constitution forbids it." This"'
vas his construction of the compact of the resoluionsof annexation.
This compnet gave to this Government but one

>ower, that of negotiating the boundary with
Mexico. That power would have been extinguishedby the treaty in removing the possibilityif a question of boundary with Mexico, if the
reaty had been silent on the subject. But the
reaty settled the question by embodying an auhenticmap, which expressly recognises the
xnuidnry as asserted by Texas. This rightvhile it existed could only l»e exercised in a parti:ulnrmanner, that is, by the treaty-making power.It did not pertain to Congress.

10. It is quite preposterous to nssert that the
[Jnited States, while acting as the negotiator and
.rustee of Texas, could have acquired the subject
natter in opposition to the title of Texas, either
iy the treaty or otherwise. To impute such an
mention to this Government is to charge it with
in act which a court of equity holds to be the
A-orst species of fraud. It never permits the
igent or trustee to buy or denl in opposition tohe principal or lieneficiary.It has been asserted that the United States,tnder this power to settle the boundary of Texas
vith "other governments," was 110 more the
rustee of Texas than the other States. This
iroves loo much. It maintains, that the Governnenthas a general power over the subject of
hate boundaries, or that the provisions of the
ompact of annexation did not enlarge the jurislictionof this Government over that question of
loundary. It in effect denies the special limited
luthority. It makes the Government a party to
icqulre, instead of ag agent to adjust, It arrives

at no practical result, because the power must be
exercised according to the law of its creation ;
aud one part) cannot settle a. controversy without
the consent of the other. In short, it is quite
absurd to suppose that the United States could
purchase and succeed- to* the rights of Mexico to
this contested l>oundary without the consent of
Texas. This Government did not relinquish any
of the boundary of Maine without the consent of
that State, although Great Britain was in actual
adverse possession. Was any one so obtuse as

to assert that the United States could acquire it in
opposition to Maine?

11. The resolutions of annexation, in terms, fix
the boundary with mathematical precision aa to
all the country south of rffiO 30'. and sufficient
north of it for at leant one Stute. They provide
for new States, and declare, " And in such State
or States as shall be formed out of said territory
north of aaid compromise line, (3S° 3G\) slavery
or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall
be prohibited."
This is u declaration that the country north of

that line, sufficient for a State, belongs to, and
is rightfully included within, the limits of Texas.
A title with such a boundary would be sufficiently
certain to authorize a recovery in ejectment betweenprivate litigants. A surveyor could go
upon tnc ground and set up the metes and
bounds. As to all below 3flb 30', it is utterly
impossible that there can be any dispute about
linen. In his speech of yesterday, Col. Benton
says :
" The Missouri Compromise line was a curtailmentof slave territory ; the Texas annexation

resolutions were the same."
How could the Texas resolutions be a curtailmentof slavery» if the country which she claimed

north of 36° 30' was not her territory by right?
That the intent was to admit Texas with the
boundaries claimed by herself, subject only to
the right of adjusting them with others, in further
demonstrated by the provision of the resolutions
that the State " shall also retain all the vacant and
unappropriated lands lying within Us limits, to be
applied to the payment of the debts and liabilities
of said Republic of Texas ; and the residue of
said lands, alter discharging said debts and liabilities,to be disposed of as said State maydirect." Wliat limits had the Republic,but those
she set up und asserted by her own political
action? It in obvious that the reference is to
them and no other, especially when all the provisionsare taken together.
Mr. Chairman, Texas is strong in the legal

force and justice of her claim. She will be strong
in the sympathy and support of the South, for
the precedent which would permit Congress to

appropriate any portion of her territory to free
son, would open tne flood-gates of Abolition upon
the institutions of every Southern State within the
confederacy. I am quite certain tlrat, but for this
sectional question, her title never would have been
the subject of contest.

For the " Southern Press."
" FIGURES AND FACTS."

In a late number of the Republic, a letteris published Irom a distinguished citizen
of the North, giving some of the reasons for
.the rapid growth of Abolitionism.among
which the most prominent is the repeal of
the Tariff Act of 1842. and in its stead the
substitution of the act of 1846. I am not
surprised that any Northern man may endeavorto excuse his people for the position
they now occupy upon this question of slavery.But I am surprised that any 41 distinguished"man, North or South, should
give such a reason tor this mighty change
that has come over the public mind, in that
section of the confederacy, on this vital
question. 1 am not surprised that a partizan
editor should endorse any and every thing to
bolst'r up, even a false position, into whieh
he has been thrown by circumstances. But
I am astonished that an intelligent Southern
gentleman should be so little conversant with
the past history of the recorded legislation of
his country, as to be gulled by a duplicity so

shallow and a conclusion so inconsistent with
facts. I do not pretend to insist upon any
particular cause for this change in Northern
sentiment.but I do assort, without fear ol
successful contradiction, that if the Northern
people have changed their opinions upon
what are the rights of the South on this
question of slavery, because they, the South,
have repealed the Tariff of 1842, they exhibita degree of credulity that could have
been imposed ouly by sotnemch distinguished
Northern man as wrote the letter to which
I have referred.
But admitting that the fact existed, that

the Congress of the United States in their
constitutional prerogative altered, amended
or repealed the revenue act and substituted
another imposing less duties.and that in
the vote doing this, the South (though in a

minority) voted down the North and imposedthis scheme upon them.can it be
possible that any intelligent, constitutionlovingpatriot can be found, who will assert
that this is sufficient reason for interfering
with the rights of property guaranteed by
the sacred instrument that binds us as one
confederated republic? The absurdity of
the proposition that a minority should so far
impose upon the majority as to break down
a system under which they assert they have
prospered, and institute another under which
they say they are suffering, by the the utter
stagnation of business, to such a degree in
some of the manufacturing districts as to
cause a suspension of their shops and furnaces,is so ridiculous that the bare statement
is a successful refutation. But is it, if true,
a good cause for the Northern people to act
in as bad laith as they have been doing on
this question of slavery? To reduce the
tariff is certainly not inconsistent with the
spirit of the Constitution, and if it provokes
our Northern brethren to 41 breathe out
threatnings" against the insti'ution of slaveryon that account and that alone, theyexhibit a want of principle equalled only bythe want of wisdom in a Southern editor in
becoming the apologist for such a reason.
If the South is to be met with such argumentsfor the conduct of the North, and
they are paraded in our public journals, and
endorsed as coming from distinguished men,I confess that I see little hope of effecting
our constitutional rights through the understanding.But enough.it is a useless un-

dertaking to try to convince men by any
powers of reasoning upon such an absurdity,and I will apply myself to the power of
''Figures and Facts."

In the House of Representatives, an Act
reducing the duty on imports and for other
nurnoses. fenerallv known ns ih» TorifT
I t o J " . %,,v * Ul

of 1846, was passed by the following vote :

yeas 114 nays 95.out of the 114 yeas, 64
were from the slaveholding and 50 from the
non-slavcholding States.within seven votes
of an equal division, and yet men arc found
who can assert that the change in Northern
sentiment upon the slavery question has been
produced bv this act of sixly-fuur Southern
men voting to reduce the duties on imports.In the Senate, the vote stood yeas 28,
nays 27.among the yeas, 10 were from the I
non-slaveholding and 18 from the slavehold- !
ing States, w;ithin four votes of an equal di- ;
vision. Thus it will be seen that if u dis- ,tinyuiahed" Northern men wish to give a

good reason for the degeneracy of the times '

and their apostacy from the Constitution, '
they must seek one more in consonance with >

Figures and Facts. They must plant themselveson higher ground, and if they persistin violating all the principles of justice, and adoing violence to the Constitution of their
country, thev should shield themselves under *
premises an<! pretexts justified bv 1

TRUTH. c
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Mr. Bouleta Substitute for the California i
Bill, reported by the Committee.

^
The Substitute divides California by the |

Missouri Compromise line, extended to the ,

Pacific.remands her constitution back to
the convention for a reduction oi limits, and
an ordinance sav.ng the public domain troin ]
forfeiture and escheat, and organizes a new

territory upon the Pacific coast, to be called |
"South California, AdL I
We learn that this Substitute is the order (

of the day in the Senate, for 12 o'clock. (

this day, the 24th inst..and that SenatorSoule, of Louisiana, has the floor. j
As the Missouri Compromise line stretch- ,

ed to the Pacificj is that line of adjustment j
which the universal South greatly prefers at j
this time to all others, as it is the ultimatum j
of the Nashville Convention, and will probablyhave the support of every Southerner, j
in both houses of Congress, and as the whole <

prospect of an adjustment mainly hangs on ,

this issue, the debate on it will doubtless at-
tract a larger and more anxious interest than j

any other discussion upon the great question
has brought forth.

1
"We understand that Mr. Soule will bring for- '

ward his proposition about the Missouri line on jMonday. We anticipate a powerful speech in its
behalf. We shall rejoice to tee it brought for- '

word, being perfectly willing to accept that mode j
of adjustment, if it can be obtained. At all \
events, we are anxious to see it tested.that if, 1

according to our expectation, it cannot succeed, 1

we may see the Southern Senators rallying upon 1
some other mode of compromise which may set- '

tie the question. We adopt neither the Missouri 1

Compromise nor the Senate Bill as a sine tjtta non. 1

And may we not hope that some of the Southern 1

Senators will, in case of defeat, adopt the other al- 1

tentative, to give peace to the country.".Union. <

Now, is not this too bad? The Union I

admits the Missouri line to be more just and j
equitable than Mr. Clay's plan.for the «

Union reioices that the Missouri line is .

br. ught forward, and is perfectly willing to <

accept it " if it can be obtained." But, as <

if for the very purpose of preventing it from
being obtained, the Union expresses the ,

opinion that it cannot, and, as if to induce j
the North to reject it and to forestall an elo-
quentadvocate of Southern rights, the Union ]
expresses the hope that when the South u

defeated in attempting to secure that line, it j
will adopt Mr. Clay's. Now, there are i

Southern men, who are patriots, whose love \
of the Union of these States is such as to in-
duce them to make more concessions to pre- ,

serve it than others would.and there are

Southern supporters of Mr. Clay's plan who
think it is better for the South, or rather, not
so bad as others think ; but we don't believe' I
an.ong them all, one man could be found
who would thus publicly encourage the '

North to deny justice to the South, and as- J
sure the North of Southern support in so

doing!
This is the most startling instance of sub- '

serviency to desperate party schemes or partyleaders we have yet seen; and we ask the '
South to behold the price she is required by '

one party organ to pay to maintain a Northernparty connection.
We do not overlook the profession that

the object of the sacrifice, thus prematurely
proposed, is to give peace to the country.
But is there no love of peace, or of Union
strong enough in the Northern portion of
the party, that its organ, the Union, will not
or dare not call on it for so slight a measure

of justice as the Missouri line, for the sake
of Union? *

Is the love of the Union, at the North, of '
which we have heard so much, so weak as

.
c

to yield to the lust of territorial aggrandizement? And is to be one of the stipulations !
.. ,L~ .1
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em elements of one great party.that the

p
South alone is to pay the expenses of pre- ^serving it. .v

There are gentlemen at the North w.o

know that the South now claims no more

than what is right. If left to themselves, "

they would vote accordingly. But they *

tell us their constituents would desert them j*for so doing. We don't agree wi .h them in
^that. It would only he necessary in that

event, for the two great parties at the North ^
to make truce, to unite and put down the ^
Abolitionists, inrtead of begging and bid- p
ding against each other for such votes, as

they are now doing, and trying to make
the South pay the price of such bids, and of
her own overthrow. r

But if not.if there are r.ot enough in the n

North, of both parties, to render the measure

of justice to the South which the Missouri n

line affords, and thus to give peace to the a

country, whv let the North abandon her ti
lofty and loud pretences of love for the n

Union. p
A

We have secured the services of a .

skilful and experienced correspondent at
Baltimore, who will give us a letter from
that point, daily, anticipating the Northern r(
news by the regular mail. Arrangements jr
have also been made to obtain by telegraph 0j
all important and interesting news. pa
A carefully condensed synopsis of each ai

jay's proceedings of both Houses of Con- m
^ress, prepared by one of the ablest Re- ^
sorters in the city, will also appear daily, in spiddition to the full reports of the more mtc- jn
esting debates. We will not deal in pronisesas to what we intend doing.but will fG
eave the public to judge us according to our

vorks.
T~ . . o(^ Our exchanges are coming in to us in

i flood tide. Why is it that the New \ ork ^>e
>apers come so irregularly ? Several of the
nost important of them resch us only semi ccssionally.pr

I

The Fmita of IhiiMlyttoa
]f the voice of reason is vain to arrest

he frantic spirit of Abolition fanaticism.
he lessons daily to be drawn from the remitsof all experiments of emancipation,
ihculd teach the wickedness and folly of relatingsuch a disastrous policy. To the
jloody saturnalia of St. Domingo, end the
wanton waste of all the fertile fields of Ja

: ii . . ....

uaicu, duuiuci example is now added in

Martinique. We clip this account from a

Free Soil paper, the New York Evening
Potty whose editor takes the " poetic
license" of unlimited abuse of slavery, and
audations of a liberty leading to a perpetual
recurrence of such scenes as those describedbelow.
The blessings of such freedom are great

ndeed, to both races.and it must gladden
ill philanthropic hearts to find such a conirmalionof 44 the harmony and unanimity "
n which the two races can dwell on a platormof pei feet equality.
The decrees of Omnipotence can never

De violated, or rudely interfered with, exceptunder penalties as stern, and sufferings
is great, as those which have attended West
Indian Emancip?tion.
Importantfrom JMartinque.Insurrection of negroes,

Burning of St. Pierre.
Capt. Currie, of the brig W. J. Walson, which

irrived this morning from Ponce, Porto Rico, in'ormsus that while ne was at that pluce he aaw
etters, which were dated at St. Pierre, Murinique,the 20th of May, und which were written
jy well known merchanta, stating that the negroes
if the Island had risen upon the whites and set
ire to the town. The conflagration of the town,
t was supposed, was the signal for a general
nsurrection of the colored people throughout the
A-holc Island. It was set on fire at three different
laces, and the fire consumed some one hundred
mildings, before it could be suppressed. All the
srhite citizens of the place who were able to bear
irms, were enrolled in the militia, and martial law
was declared, while large bodies of negroes, from
he surrounding districts, had collected about the
:ity.
At the last advices, some of the negroes had

jeen captured, and were then undergoing trial,
previous to their being shot. But their depredationshad not yet ceased; and the greatest alarm
»nd excitement prevailed. ,

St. Pierre is the largest and chief commercial
towns of the Island ofMartinique, situate at the
extreme north of the Island, and contains a populationof some forty or fifty thousand persons,
rhe Island itself, one of the southernmost of the
Windward Islands, in the Carribbenn Sea, has
i population of nearly one hundred thousand, of
which eighty-six thousand, or more than ninctenths,were blacks. This disproportion of numberbetween the whites and blacks is so great,
[hat if any serious insurrection of one race

igainst another, has been attempted, it must lead
to frightful carnage and disaster.
An odious form ofslavcry prevailed on the Island

Por many years, but it was gradually meliorated
by the French authorities, ft-oin time to time, and
in 1848 wholly abolished by the Provisional Governmentof February. Since then the whole populationhas been allowed a representative in the
Legislative Assembly at Paris, but deep and bit
er prejudices arc still cherished by the different
aces on the Island..Mic York Post.

rhe Willis " Rappinga," and the Forrest
" Knockings."

The New York papers continue to pour
forth in prodigal prolusion cards, notes, and
comments on these mysterious proceedings;
the explanations of which arc so very various,
l'he friends of Mr. Forrest who stood by to
iee the "gutta pcrcha" well laid on, declare
iL.i .1 _r ,t.~ _..n i
inai uuc uuugc u 1 nit: assault was given 10

Mr. Willis. Per contra, Mr. Willis swears

point blank that no notice was given, but
:hat he was strickin from behind, and knocksddown, before he knew ha was in the pretenceof the great tragedian, about to enact
3thello. In this statement our Cassio is
:onfirmed by a "lady;" and also by "a nurse

md a child," calm spectators of the fray; and
ssue is joined between the parties thereupon
>n a point of veracity.

If Forrest, who is a remarkably athletic
nan, did take this unfair advantage of Willis,
vho, under no circumstances, would be able
o compete with him in brute strength, no

provocation could palliate such coward/
ronduct. He who rights his wrong with his
>wn hand, under the impulse of ungovernable
>assion, resorting to that "wild justice," as

uord Bacon calls revenge, may command
he sympathies even of those who deem him
norally wrong; but waylaying an enemy
rithout warning hever can be tolerated in
his country by honorable men. Mr. Forestshould take steps to clear himself of this
mputation if untrue ; it is due to his own
eputation for manliness and courage. Of
11 the "rappings" and the "knockings"
hat iiave excited the people of New York,
hese seem to have made the strongest imression.
Th* /»nmnlninf nf Fnrreot vroo "MV

Villis came like the mysterious visiters in
\>e's poems.

,"Softly rapping, gently tappingAt hia chamber door.1
And in consequence of those mysterious

appings his knockings on that rapper origiated.
Thus the case stands at present; but inflationsare thrown out, that "coffee for one

nd pistols for two," will soon be in requision;and that little agent which, ' makes all
len tall alike," be brought in to level the

hysical inequalities between the parties.
ls considerab'e notoriety, however, lias been
iven to this intention,the police andanxious
Iders, male and female, who abhor the dullo,may interpose to bind over the bellige:ntsto keep the peace, and mere ink flow
istead of blood. The whole affair would be
: little consequence, were it not tint the
ir fame of a lady is unhappily implicated,
id a most unfortunate domestic difficulty
ade the theme of public comment. Men's
roken heads are easily mended; not so the
Kitless purity of woman's good name, "ihe
mediate jewel of her soul." Therefore
> we regret this collision.caring nothing
r it or. any other account.

Sceing Editor* for Libel..At New York, on
hursday, Albert C. Ontmnn obtained against
reeley & McElrath, a suit for alleged libel, in
iblishing a police report that Mr. Oatman had
en arrested on a charge of larceny, a verdict for
rents damages and 6 cents coots.
The complaint against the proprietors of the
liladelphia Sun, of libel, brought by an Aldcr*nwhose public conduct was censured by that
int, has been dismissed by the Grand Jury,


